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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . The amendment(s), filed on 06/27/2006, have been entered and made of record. Claims 
22-27 are pending. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 06/27/2006 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

With respect to independent claim 22 and claim 24, which corresponds to claim 22, 
Applicant asserts that Yamagishi is not seen to disclose or suggest the control of a peripheral 
apparatus or a power control unit is associated with a switch being turned on by a computer and 
whether or not a predetermined request is received from the computer. However, Examiner 
respectfully disagrees with Applicant's assertions. 

Yamagishi teaches that the computer (607300) places the power control unit (circuit 42') 
in the power-on state (fig. 16B, SI 3; col. 22, lines 56-57). In other words, the "power-on state" 
is the switch being turned on by Yamagishi's computer (607300). Then, the computer runs the 
image pickup program (fig. 16B, SI 4; col. 22, lines 56-60), which is further discussed in figs. 
17A and 17B (col. 23, lines 7-13). Please note that the switch turned on by Yamagishi's 
computer is still in the "power-on state" during the image pickup program. After examining the 
amendments to claim 22, Examiner has determined that, based on the computer running 
Yamagishi's image pickup program (col. 22, lines 56-60), a predetermined request is now the 
computer instructing the control unit to execute voltage detection for a battery voltage that is 
high enough for the image pickup apparatus to operate. Please read col. 23, lines 61-67 and col. 
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24, lines 13-14. The control unit determines that the predetermined request is not received from 
the computer when it is detected that the voltage is not high enough to operate the image pickup 
apparatus (col. 23, lines 61-67 and col. 24, lines 4-6). The control unit of Yamagishi's 
embodiment in figures 15-18 executes predetermined termination processing (col. 24, lines 4-9). 
Although he teaches that the control unit (40') instructs the power control unit (42') to supply 
voltages to the components of the image pickup apparatus (col. 20, lines 30-35), he does not 
expressly teach that the control unit controls the power control unit so as to avoid supplying 
power from the battery to the control unit. However, Yamagishi's first embodiment the control 
unit executes termination processing required for the components of the image pickup apparatus 
and turns off the power circuit (col. 8, lines 6-9). Also, please compare the connections between 
refs. 40, 42, and 44 and refs. 40', 42', 44' in figs. 1 A and 15A, respectively. This combination is 
obvious because it allows more than one option for turning off the power circuit thereby 
providing a user- friendly image processing system, information processing apparatus, and image 
pickup apparatus. Although the 102 rejections for claims 22, 24, 26 and 27 have been changed 
to 103 rejections, the Yamagishi reference is still sufficient for "reading on" the claims. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 22-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 
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5. Claim 22 recites the limitation, 

"wherein if the switch is turned on by the computer and the control unit 
then determines that the predetermined request is received from the computer, the 
control unit controls the peripheral apparatus to operate as a peripheral apparatus 
for the computer, and 

wherein if the switch is turned on by the computer and the control unit 
then determines that the predetermined request is not received from the computer, 
the control unit controls the power control unit so as to avoid supplying power 
from the battery to the control unit." 

in the last two paragraphs starting on page 2 of claim 22 and ending on page 3 of claim 22. 

There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. Please note that these 

limitations have not been clearly written and can be read as ". . .the switch is turned on by the 

computer and the control unit..'' Please verify and correct the grammatical errors and/or the 

arrangement of wording in this part of claim 22. For the prior art rejection, claim 22 will be read 

as ". . .the switch is turned on by the computer. . ." 

6. Claim 24 recites the limitation, 

"wherein if the switch is turned on by the computer and the control unit 
then determines that the predetermined request is received from the computer, the 
control unit controls the peripheral apparatus to operate as a peripheral apparatus 
for the computer, and 

wherein if the switch is turned on by the computer and the control unit 
then determines that the predetermined request is not received from the computer, 
the control unit controls the power control unit so as to avoid supplying power 
from the battery to the control unit." 

in the first two paragraphs on page 4 of claim 24. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this 

limitation in the claim. Please note that these limitations have not been clearly written and can 

be read as . .the switch is turned on by the computer and the control unit. . ." Please verify and 

correct the grammatical errors and/or the arrangement of wording in this part of claim 24. For 



the prior art rejection, claim 24 will be read as . .the switch is turned on by the computer. . 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

8. Claims 22, 24, 26 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Yamagishi (U.S. Pat. #6,630,949). 

For claim 22, Yamagishi discloses, in figs. 15A/15B and in col. 20, lines 17-18, a 
peripheral apparatus (200), which is connectable (col. 3, lines 16-19; col. 4, lines 30-35; col. 20, 
lines 19-22) to a computer (607300; col. 3, lines 9-29), the peripheral apparatus comprising: 

a switch (operation means imaging switch/ control means (60) power-on state), which is 
turned on by a user or the computer* (col. 22, lines 56-57; col. 23, lines 61-66); 

a control unit (40 5 ), which controls the peripheral apparatus (col. 3, lines 53-55); and 

a power control unit (42'), which starts supplying power from a battery (44') connected 
to the peripheral apparatus to the control unit if the switch is turned on by the user or the 
computer (col. 20, lines 23-35; col. 23, line 61 - col. 24, line 25)*, 

wherein the control unit (40') determines whether or not a predetermined request 
(executing voltage detection for a battery voltage that is high enough for the image pickup 
apparatus to operate) is received from the computer if it is determined that the switch is turned 
on by the computer. Please read col. 23, lines 61-67 and col. 24, lines 13-14; 

wherein if the switch is turned on by the computer (fig. 16B, SI 3; col. 22, lines 56-57) 
and the control unit then determines that the predetermined request is received from the 
computer (col. 23, lines 61-67 and col. 24, lines 13-14), the control unit controls the peripheral 
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apparatus to operate as a peripheral apparatus for the computer (col. 23, lines 61-67 and col. 24, 
lines 13-24), and 

wherein if the switch is turned on by the computer (fig. 16B, SI 3; col. 22, lines 56-57) 
and the control unit then determines that the predetermined request is not received from the 
computer (col. 23, lines 61-67 and col. 24, lines 4-6). 

Yamagishi also teaches that the control unit executes predetermined termination 
processing necessary for the image pickup apparatus. However, he does not expressly teach that 
the control unit controls the power control unit so as to avoid supplying power from the battery 
to the control unit. 

In the same field of endeavor, Yamagishi teaches, in the first embodiment, that the 
control unit controls the power control unit so as to avoid supplying power from the battery to 
the control unit (col. 8, lines 6-9). Also, please compare the connections between refs. 40, 42, 
and 44 and refs. 40', 42', 44' in figs. 1 A and 15 A, respectively. In light of the teaching of 
Yamagishi 's first embodiment, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to provide Yamagishi' s control unit with a function for 
controlling the power control unit so as to avoid supplying power from the battery to the control 
unit. This modification allows more than one option for turning off the power circuit thereby 
providing a user-friendly image processing system, information processing apparatus, and image 
pickup apparatus. 

For claim 26, Yamagishi, as modified by Yamagishi's first embodiment, teaches that a 
peripheral apparatus, wherein the peripheral apparatus is capable of operating as an electronic 
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camera because in col. 20, lines 23-35 his camera receives its power from direct current (a 
battery). 

Regarding claims 24 and 27, these claims are method claims corresponding to the 
apparatus claims 22 and 26, respectively. Therefore, method claims 24 and 27 are analyzed and 
rejected as previously discussed with respect to claims 22 and 26, respectively. 

9. Claims 23 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Yamagishi (U.S. Pat. #6,630,949) in view of Aizawa et al. (U.S. Patent #5,790,274). 

For claim 23, Yamagishi, as modified by Yamagishi's first embodiment, discloses a 
peripheral apparatus, wherein if it is determined that the switch is turned on by the user, the 
control unit (fig. 15A, ref. 40') controls the peripheral apparatus to operate (col. 23, lines 61-66). 
Yamagishi teaches that the image pickup device can be detached from the image processing 
apparatus (computer). However, Yamagishi does not expressly teach that controls the peripheral 
apparatus to operate standalone. 

In a similar field of endeavor, Aizawa discloses a peripheral apparatus (fig. 1 and fig. 
12A, ref. 46; col. 27, lines 44-67) wherein, the control unit (fig. 1, refs. 2-13) controls the 
peripheral apparatus to operate standalone (col. 7, lines 25-31). In light of the teachings of 
Aizawa, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to provide Yamagishi's peripheral apparatus with a control unit that controls the 
peripheral apparatus to operate standalone to allow the user an option to operate the camera 
when the user is in an environment, which does not require a computer. 
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Regarding claim 25, this claim is a method claim corresponding to the apparatus claim 
23. Therefore, method claim 25 is analyzed and rejected as previously discussed with respect to 
claim 23. 

Conclusion 

10. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Carramah J. Quiett whose telephone number is (571) 272-7316. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00-5:00 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, NgocYen Vu can be reached on (571) 272-7320. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



September 9, 2006 
CJQ 



NGQC-YEimU> 
SUPERVISORYPATENT EXAMINER 




